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Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-11 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

The rejection of claims 1-11 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
CA 2,474,651 in view of JP1 981 01 37729 (the abstract) is withdrawn in view of 
applicants' arguments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Honda, deceased et al., 4,677,818 (Honda). 

Applicants' preamble language of "reinforcing cord for rubber reinforcement" has 
been considered but is not found to be a limiting but rather setting forth the intended use 
of the invention. Honda discloses a composite rope comprising a reinforcing fiber core 
that is coated with around the outer periphery with fibers. The core can be carbon fiber 
and the outer periphery fibers can be glass fibers. In addition, Honda teaches that the 
fibers can be twisted. See entire document, and for example, abstract, column 2, lines 
40-57, Examples, claims 3 and 1 1 . 

Therefore, the teachings of Honda anticipate the invention as claimed in present 
claims 1 and 7. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2-6, and 8-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Honda, deceased et al., 4,677,818 (Honda), as applied above to claims 1 and 7. 

Honda is as set forth above but does not specifically teach that the surface is 
covered in rubber and a rubber product. In this regard, Honda teaches that the 
reinforcing fibers are impregnated with a resin which can be an epoxy. It is the 
examiner's position that term "rubber" is broad and would encompass some epoxies. 
Hence, Honda renders obvious the limitations of instant claims 9-10. Regarding claims 
2 and 1 1 , the percentage of carbon fibers and ratio of the reinforcing cord, one of 
ordinary skill in this art would have been capable of determining this amount during 
routine experimentation, and even a presumption of 50/50, which would have been 
expected, would have satisfied the instant range requirements. Regarding claims 3, 
Honda teaches that the filaments can be stranded parallel or twisted which meets the 
requirements of instant claim 3. As to claims 5-6 and 8, it would have been obvious to 
the skilled artisan to determine the specific twist number during routine experimentation 
commensurate with the desired end properties, for example flexibility and fatigue in 
composite articles. 

Hence, the teachings of Honda would have rendered obvious the invention as 
claimed in present claims 2-6, and 8-1 1 . 
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No claims are allowed. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-1 1 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jill Gray whose telephone number is 571 -272-1 524. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and alternate Fridays 8:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Milton I. Cano can be reached on 571-272-1398. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Jill Gray 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1794 

/Jill Gray/ 
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